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SIR: 

COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

In response to the Notice of Allowance dated December 1 1 , 2008, please enter this 
statement. 
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REMARKS 



The Examiner's statement of Reasons for Allowance include: 

With respect to independent claim 1, claim 18, and claim 22 and from 
which respective dependent claims depend "neither Andon (US 4,082,513) 
nor Erickson (US 4, 769,127) discloses or otherwise suggests a mobile 
catalyst injection system comprising, in part, a process controller and/or 
flow control device coupled to a transportable platform or catalyst 
reservoir and adapted to deliver a "metered amount" of catalyst from the 
catalyst reservoir to a fluid catalytic cracking unit." 
With respect to independent claim 26 and from which respective 
dependent claims, "neither Andon nor Erickson explicitly discloses or 
otherwise suggests a method for process control in a fluid catalytic 
cracking system comprising, in part, injecting a "metered amount" of 
catalyst from a mobile catalyst injection system into a fluid catalytic 
cracking unit." 

Applicant objects to the Examiner's statement of Reasons for Allowance as follows. 
Reasons for allowance are only warranted in instances in which "the record of the prosecution as 
a whole does not make clear his or her reasons for allowing a claim or claims." 37 C.F.R. §104e. 
In the present case, Applicant believes the record as a whole does make the reasons for allowance 
clear and therefore no statement by the Examiner is necessary or warranted. While applicant 
believes that the claims are allowable, Applicant does not acquiesce that patentability resides in 
each feature, exactly as expressed in the claims, nor that each feature is required for 
patentability. 
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